BEFORE THE
BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against:

MARY FRANCES MOHR, aka
MARY FRANCES FENNER

Registered Nurse License No. 627861

Respondent.

Case No. 2012-330

DECISION

The attached Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is hereby adopted by

the Board of Registered Nursing, Department of Consumer Affairs, as its

Decision in this matter.

This Decision shall become effective on July 3, 2012.

[T 1S SO ORDERED this July 3, 2012.

| Erin Niemel

Temporary Chair

Board of Registered Nursing

Department of Consumer Affairs
- State of California
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- KAMALA D. HARRIS

Attorney General of California
JAMES M. LEDAKIS
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
NicoLE R. TRAMA
Deputy Attorney General
State Bar No. 263607
110 West "A" Street, Suite 1100
San Diego, CA 92101
P.O. Box 85266
San Diego, CA 92186-5266
* Telephone: (619) 645-2143
Facsimile: (619) 645-2061
Attorneys for Complainant

' "BEFORE THE
BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
'DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA -

Case No. 2012-330

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: .
' STIPULATED SURRENDER OF

MARY FRANCES MOHR, AKA MARY LICENSE AND ORDER
FRANCES FENNER ‘

712 Clamath Street
Spring Valley, CA 91977
Registered Nurse License No. 627861

Respondent.|.

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between the parties in this
proceedlng that the following matters are true: |
o . PARTIES
1. Louise R. Bailey, MEd RN (Complainant) is the Interim Executive Officer of the -
Board of Registered Nursing. She brought this action solely in her official capacity and is

represented in this matter by Kamala D. Hartis, Attorney General of the State of California, by

Nicole R. Trama, Deputy Attorney_General.
2..  Mary Frances Mohr, also known as Mary Frances Fenner (Respondent) is

representing herself in this proceeding and has chosen not to exercise her right to be represented

by counsel.

Stipulated Surrender of License (Case No. 2012-330) |




3. On or about October 14, 2003, the Board of Registered Nursing issued Registered

Stipulated Surrender of License {(Case No. 2012-330)

1
5 |l Nurse License No. 627861 to Mary Frances Mohr, also known as Mary Frances Fenner f
3 || (Respondent). The Registered Nurse License was in full force and effect at all times relevant to j
4 || the charges brought in Accusat1011 No. 2012-330 and will expire on November 30, 2013, unless }
5 | renewed. On or about October 13, 201.1, pursuant to an order issued by the Superior Court of
6 || California, Respondent’s license was suspended under Penal Code section 23.
7 JURISDICTION
8 4. Accuéation No. 2012-330 was filed before the Board of Registered Nursing (Board),
9 || Department of Consumer Affairs, and is currently pending against Respondent. The Accusation

10 || and all other statutorily required documents were properly served on Respondent on December 1,

11 || 2011. Respondent timely filed her Notice of Defense eontesting the Accusation. A copy of

12 || Accusation No. 2012-330 is attached as Exhibit A and (incorperated by reference. |

13 | ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS

14 5. Respondent has carefully read, anvd understands the charges and allegations in

15 Aceusation No. 2012-,330. Respondent also has carefully read, and understands the effects of this

16 Stipulated'Snrrender of License and Order.

| 17 6.  Respondent is fully aware of her legal rights in this 'matter', including the right to a

18 || hearing on the eharges and allegations in the Accusation; the ﬁght _fo be represented by counsel, at

19' her oWn expens'e; the ’right to confront and cross-examine the witnesses against her; the right to

20 || present evidence and to testify on her own behalf; the right to the,issuance of subpoenas to |

21 || compel .the attendance of witnesses and the production of documents; the right to reconsideration

22 || and court review Qf an adverse decision; and all other rights accorded by ;che California

23 Administrative Procedure Act and other applicable laws.

24 | 7. Respondent voluntarily, knowingly, and ilutelligently waives and gives up each and

25.||_every right set forth abo{/e.
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the stipulation prior to the time the Board considers and-acts upon it. If the Board fails to adopt

CULPABILITY

8. Respondent admits the truth of each and every charge and allegation in Accusation
No. 20.12—330, agrees that cause exiét_s for discipline and hereby surrenders her Registered Nurse
License No. 627861 for the Board's formal écceptance.

9. Réspondent understands that by signing fhis sﬁpulatién she enables the Board to issue |
an order accepting the surrender of her Registered Nurse License without further process.

CONTINGENCY

10.  This stipulation shall be subject to approval by the Board of Registered Nursing,
Respondent understandé-and agrees that counsel for Complainant and the staff of the Board of _
Registered Nﬁrsing may communicate directly with the Board fegarding this stipulation and
surrender, without notice to or participation by Respondent. By signi.ng the stipuleﬁion,

Respondent understands and agrees that she may not withdraw her agreement or seek to rescind

this stipulation as its Decision and Order, the Stipulated Surrender and Disciplinary Order shall be
of n.Q‘force or effect, except for this paragraph, it shall be inaamiésible in any legal action
between the parties, and the Board shall not be disqualiﬁed from further action By having
considered this matter. | ‘
11. ’fhe parties understand and agree that facsimilé copies of this Stipulated Surrender of
License and Order, including facsimile signatures thereto, shall have the same force and effect as
the origihals. . | » |
: 12. | This Stipulated Surrend.er of License and Order is intended by the parties to be an
integrated writing representing the complete, final, énd exclusive embodiment of their agreement.

It supersedes any and all prior or contemporaneous agreements, understandings, discussions,

negotiations, and commitments (written or oral). This Stipulated Surrender of License and Order

26
27
28

_may_not be altered, amended, modified, supplemented, or otherwise changed except by a writing

executed by an authorized representative of each of the parties.
13. In consideration of the foregoing admissions and stipulations, the parti’es agree that

the Board may, without further notice or formal proceeding, issue and enter the following Order:

3
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ORDER
- IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Registered Nurse License No. 627861, issued to
Respondent Mary F%ances Mth, also known as Mary Frances Fenner, is sufrendered vand
acc:epted by the Board of Registered Nursing.- | |

1. The surrender of Respondent’s Registered Nurse License and thé accebtance of the
surrendered license by the Board shall constitute the imposition.of discipline against Respondent.
This stipulation constitutes a record of the discipline and shall become a part of Respondent’s
license history with the Board of Registered Nursing.

2 Respondent shall lose all rights and privileges as a registered nurse in California as of
the éffective date of the Board’s Decision aﬁd Order.

3. Respondent shall causé to be 'deliv.ered to the Board her pocket license and, if one was
issued, her wall certiﬁcéte on or ‘t-)efore'the effective date of the Decis_ion and Order.

4. If Respondent ever files an application for licensure or a petitidn for reinstatement in
the State of California, the Boafd shall treat it as a petition for reinstatement. Respondent must
comply with all .the laws, regulations and procedures for reinstatement of a-revoked license in '
effect at the time the petition is filed, and all of the charges and allegations contained in
Accﬁsation No. .2012-330 shall be deemed to be trué, correct and admitted by Respondeht when
the Board determines whether to grant or dény the petition.

| 5. If and when Respondent’s license is 1'einstated, she shall pay to the Board costs
associ’ated with its investigation and enforcement pursuant to Business and Professions Code
section 125.3 in the amount of $7,479.75. Respondeht shall be pérmitted to pay these costs in a
payment plan approved by the Board. Nothing in this provision shall be construed to prohibit the
Board from reducing the amount of cost recovery upon reinstatement of the license.

6.  If Respondent should ever apply or reapply for a new license or certification, or

petition for reinstatement of a license, by any other health care licensing agency in the State of

California, all of the charges and allegations contained in Accusation, No. 2012-330 shall be
deemed to be true, correct, and admitted by Respondent for the purpose of any Statement of

Issues or any other proceeding seeking to deny or restrict licensure.

4
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1 7. Respondent shall not apply for licensure ot petition for reinstatement for two (2)
2 I years from the effective date of the Board of Registered Nursing’s Decision and Order.
3 | ACCEPTANCE
4 I have carefully read the Stipulated Swrrender of License and Order. T understand the
5 || stipulation and the effect it will have on my Registered Nurse License. I enter into this
6 | Stipulated Surrender of License and Order voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently, and agree to
7 || be bound by the Decision and Qrder of the Board of Reglstered Nursing.
.8
- 9 || DATED: y!&ﬁiﬂ& \ Sﬂ Q :! 1= M%M
10 ' ' MARY FRANCES MOHR, AKA MARY
1 FRANCES FENNER
11 Respondent
12 ENDORSEMENT
13 'The foregoing Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is hereby respectfully submitted
14 for consideration by the Board of Regis’cered Nursing of the Department of Consumer Affairs,
15| _ | | | .
" Dated./W jroh / s, 2O )AL - Respectfully sub@tted,
' ' KamaLa D. HARRIS
17 Attorney General of California
: JAMES M. LEDAKIS :
18 Supervising Deputy Attorney General
19 Vel .7 /@M NS
20 NicoLE R. TRAMA
Deputy Attorney General
21 Attorneys for Complainant
22
23
SD2011800744
24 || 0582024.doe
25
26—
27
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KAMALA D, HARRIS
Attorney General of California
JAMES M. LEDAKIS :
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
NICOLE R. Coox ,
Deputy Attorney General
State Bar No. 263607
110 West "A" Street, Suite 1100
San Diego, CA 92101
P.O. Box 85266
San Diego, CA 92186-5266
Telephone: (619) 645-2143
Facsimile: (619) 645-2061
Attorneys for Complainant

" BEFORE THE
BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Accusation A.gainst: Case No. 9\01?\7 220
MARY FRANCES MOHR ~ |ACCUSATION
aka MARY FRANCES FENNER

712 Clamath Street -
Spring Valley, CA 91977

Registered Nurse License No. 6‘27861"

Respondent.

26..

Corﬁblainant alleges:
| PARTIES .

1. LouiseR. Balley, M Ed., RN (Complainant) brlngs this Accusation solely in her
official capacity as the Executive Ofﬁcer of the Board of Reglstered Nursmg, Department of
Consumer Affairs. '

2. On or about October 14; 2003, the Board of Registered Nursing issued Registered
Nurse License Number 627861 to Mary .Frances Moﬁf, also known as Mary Frances Fennér

(Respondent). The Registered Nurse License was in full force and effect at all timés relevant to

the-charges-brought herein and will expire on November 30, 2013, unless renewed On or about -

October 13,2011, purs_uant to an order issued by the Superior Court of California, Respondent’s

license was suspénded under Penal Code section 23,

1

A.ccusation




JURISDICTION

1
2 3. This Accusatien is brought before the Board of Registered Nursing (Board),
3 Department_of Consumer Affairs, under the authority of the following laws. All section
4 || references are to the Business and Professions Code (Code) unless otherwise indicated.
\ 5 | 4. Section 27 50 of the Code proviaes, in pertinent part, that the Board may discipline
~ 6 || any licensee, including a licensee holding a temporary or an inactive license, for any reason
71| provided in Article 3 (commencing'with section 2750) of the Nursing Practice Act.
8 “ 5. Section 2764 of thecede provides, in pertinent part, that the expiration of a liceese
9 || shall not deprive the Board of jurisdiction to proeeed with a disciplinary proceeding against the
10 || licensee or to render a decision imposing discipline on the license. Under section 2811,
11 || subdivision (b) of the Code, the Board may renew an expired license at any time within eight
12 || years after the expiration. _ |
13 | STATUTORY PROVISIONS
14 6. . Section 482 of the Code states:
15 Each board under the provisions of th1s code shall develop criteria to evaluate
I _ the rehabilitation of a person when: _ :
: (a) Considering the denial of a license by the board under Section 480; or .
1; (b) Considering suspensien or revocation of a license under Section 490.
~ Each board shall take into account all competent evidence of rehabilitation
19. furnished by the applicant or licensee. . ‘
20 7. * Section 490 of the Code provides, in pertment part, that a board may suspend or
21 ‘ revoke a license on the ground that the licensee has been convicted of a crime substantially
22 brelated_to the qualifications, functions, or duties of the business or profession for which the
23 license was issued. | |
| 24 8. Section 493 of the Code states:
25 Notwithstanding any other provision of law, in a proceeding conducted by 2
board within the department pursuant to law to deny an application for a license or to
26 suspend or.revoke a license or otherwise take disciplinary action against a person who-
holds a license, upon the ground that the applicant or the licensee has been. convicted
27 of a crime substantlally related to the qualifications, functions, and duties of the
g licensee in question, the record(of conviction of the crime shell be conclusive

. evidence of the fact that the conv1ct10n occurred, but only of that fact, and the board

2

Accusation




may inquire into the circumstances surrounding the commission of the crime in order
to fix the degree of discipline or to determine if the conviction is substantially related .

Accusation

2 to the qualifications, functions, and duties of the licensee in question.
3 As used in this section, “license™ includes “certificate,” “permit,” “authority,” .
and “registration.” .
5 9. Section 2761 of the Code states:
"6 " The board may take disciplinary action against' a certified or licensed nurse or
deny an applicaticn for a certificate or license for any of the following:
7
, (a) Unprofessional conduct, which includes, but is not 11m1ted to, the
8 following: ‘
9
10 (f) Conviction of a felony or of any offense subétantially related to the ,,
qualifications, functions, and duties of a registered nurse, in which event the record of
11 the conviction shall be conclusive evidence thereof.,
12
13 : ] . | .
10. Section 2762 of the Code states: ;
14 ' - ’ ‘ !
In addition to other acts constituting unprofessmnal conduct within the meaning
15 of this chapter [the Nursing Practice Act], it is unprofessional conduct for a person
p licensed under this chapter to do any of the following: :
1 -
(a) Obtain or possess in violation of law, or prescribe, or except as directed by ‘
17 - a licensed physician and surgeon, dentist, or podiatrist administer to himself or
herself, or furnish or administer to another, any controlled substance as defined in
18 Division 10 (commencing with Section 11000) of the Health and Safety Code or any
'19 dangerous drug or dangerous device as defined in Section 4022. i
" (b) Use any controlled substance as defined in_Division 10 (commencing with :
20 Section 11000) of the Health and Safety Code, or any dangerous drug or dangerous :
device as defined in Section 4022, or alcoholic beverages, to an extent or in a manner i
21 dangerous or injurious to himself or herself, any other person, or the public or to the |
extent that such use impairs his or her ab111ty to conduct with safety to the public the :
22 . practice authorized by his or her license. :
23 (c) Be convicted of a criminal offense involving the prescription, consumption, 2
or self-administration of any of the substances described in subdivisions (a) and (b) of )
24 this section, or the possession of, or falsification of a record pertaining to, the
v substances described in subdivision (a) of this section, in which event the record of
25 the conviction is coneclusive evidence thereof. .
26|
=27
28
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(e) Falsify, or make grossly incorrect, grossly inconsistent, or unintelligible -
entries in any hospital, patient, or other record pertaining to the substances described

in subdivision (a) of this section.

" REGULATORY PROVISIONS

11.. - California Code of Regu.lations, title 16, section 1444, states:

A conviction or act shall be considered to be substantially related to the
qualifications, functions or duties of a registered nurse if to'a substantial degree it
evidences the present or potential unfitness of a registered nurse to practice in a
manner consistent with the public health, safety, or welfare. Such convictions or acts
shall include but not be limited to the follown] g:

(a) Assaultive or abusive conduct including, but not limifed to, those violations
listed in subdivision (d) of Penal Code Section 11160.

® Failure to comply with any mandatory reporting ;eéuirements.
(o) Theft dishonesty, fraud, or deceit.

d) Any conviction or act subject to an order of reglstra’mon pursuant to Section
- 290 of the Penal Code. -

12. California Co.de of Regulations, title 16, section 1445 states:

(b) When considering the suspension or revocation of a license on the grounds
that a registered nurse has been convicted of a crime, the board, in evaluating the
rehabilitation of such person and his/her eligibility for a license will consider the
following criteria: .

(1) Nature and severity of the act(s) or offense(s)
"~ (2) Total criminal record. P
(3) The time that has elapsed since commission of the act(s) or offense(s). '

@) Whether the licensee has complied with ahy terms of parole, probation,
restitution or any other sanctions lawfully imposed against the licensee.

(5) If applicable, evidence of expungement proceedings pursuant to Section
1203.4 of the Penal Code. :

(6) Evidence, if any, of re.habilitation submitted by the licensee.

COSTS

13, Section 125.3 of the Code provides, in pertinent part, that the Board may request the

27
28

administrative law judge to direct a licentiate found to have committed a violation or violations of

Accusation
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25|\ intravenous tubing line. The product can deliver an intravenous or intramuscular injection by

the licensing act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and

enforcement of the case.

| DRUGS

14, Dilaudid, known generically as hydromorﬁhone, is a Schedule Ii controlled substanée
as designated by Health and Safety Code Section 11055, subdivision (bX(1)(K), and is a
dangerous dfug pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 4022, |

15." Demerol, known geﬁerioally as meperedine, is a Schedule II controlled substance as
designated by Health and Safety Code Section 11055, subdivision (c)(17), and is a dangerous
drug pursuant to Busines_s and Professions Code section 4022,

16.  Morphine sulfate is a Schedule II controlled substance as designated by Health and
Safety Code section 11055, subdivision (b)(1)(L), andisa dangeroﬁs drug pursuant to Business

and Professions Code section 4022.

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

17. Respondent began employment as a registered nurse with Outpatient Surgery of Del
Mar (OSDM), a private medical facility, on Augustwl, 2007. As part of her new employee
(’ .

orientation, Respondent acknowledged with her signature that she recei_véd training on OSDM’s

" Policy and Procedure Manual, charting and forms, and medicine administration and

" documentation.

18, On 6r abouf January 4, 2010, a charge nurse with the responsibility to review
OSDM’S distribution and administration of controlled substarices discovered that the seals of
three Diléudi_d carpujects’ were broken aﬁd one carpuject was leaking. Th_e charge nurse believed
that someone with access to the narcotics locker had tampered with the carpujects, but she was

unable to identify the responsible party. -

! A carpuject is a syringe device for the administration of injectable fluid medication. Itis
designed with a luer-lock device to accept a sterile hypodermic needle or to be linked directly to

means of a special holder which attaches to the barrel and plunger. Medicationis prefilled-intothe
syringe barrel. When the plug at the end of the barrel is advanced to the head of the barrel it
discharges and releases the contents through the needle or the tubing.

5
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19. Oni anuary 12, 2010, the charge nurse was reviewing the Anesthesia Daily Narcotic .

Log (ADNL) and discovered that Respondent had removed three 2mg/mL carpujects of Dilaudid

Accusation

2
3 || for an OSDM anesthesiologist. The charge ﬁurse knew that this anesthesiologist did not use
4 || Dilaudid to anesth‘etize his patients, and the patient’s chart did not indicate Dilaudid had been l
5 adirnin_istered by Respondent. The charge nurse contacted the anesthesiolog-iét and he éonﬁrmed. |
6 || thathe had not ordered or authorized fhe removal of Dilaudid from the narcotics locker for this |
| 7 patiéﬁt. ‘ !
"8 20. On the afternoon of January 13, 2010, while checking fhe ADNL, the charge nurse é
9 || observed that Respondent had removed four 10 mg/ml carpujects of morphine that morning for :
10 || one of their éurgery patients. According to the ADNL, Respondent returned the four carpujects of "
11 || morphine to the narcotics lobkcr, then removed four carpujebts of Dilaudid. The Dilaudid was
12 || not charted as administered in the patient’s mediqatién administration record (MAR). The charge
13 |i nurse notified the clinical director of OSDM of herfmdings. |
14 21. . OnJanuary 14, 2010, Respondent was questioned by the clinical director and the ,
15 || charge nurse about the missing Dilaudid. Respondent admitted she removed the Dilaudid but had
16 || no explanation for the charting discrepancies. Réspondent suggested the miséing Dilaudid may :
17 be in her locker, but when she was allowed to retrieve it, Respondent left the facﬂity and was later
18 || found in the parking lot with her husband. Réspondent admitted to the clinical director and a
19 | witnes:aj that oﬁ Japuafy 12th and 13th, she-had taken Dilaudid for her personal use. Respondent '
20 || also admitted she had tampered with the three carpujects the charge nurse discovered on J anuary I
21 |f 4, 2010, and that she'had téken morphine, Demerol, ana Dilaudid from OSDM for her personal i;
22 || use o?er a period of several months. Respondent’s employmeht was terminated on J anuafy 14, :
23 2010.' OSDM filed & complaint with the Board on or ébout January 21,-2010.
24 | 22, | The folloWing medication discre];)ancies were dbserved for Réqu’rident’s patients on |
25 || January 12 and January 13, 2010: | | lLl
26 1| 1 :‘
27 || 1
28 || M/
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7 Narcotic Count Sheet — January 12 and January 13, 2010

Medication Administration Records — January 12 and January 13, 2010

23.. Oh January 12, 2010, Respondentl charted on the Narcotic Count Sheet that she
removed a total of 10 mg of Diléudid, that shé administered 2 mg, and that she returned 4 mg to
the Narcotics Locker. However, the remaining 4 mg of Dilaudid was unaccounted for.

24, OnJanuary 12,2010, Respondent charted on the Narcotic Count Sheet that she
removed a total of 50 mg of morphine and that she administered 30 mg of morphine. However,
the remaining 20 mg of morphine was unaccounted for.

Anesthesia Daily Narcotic Log — January 12 and January 13, 2010 '

25.  OnJanuary 12, 2010, Respondent charted on the ADNL that she dispensed 2 mg of
Dilaudid and that she administered 2 mg of Dilaudid, with ncﬁ return or wastage recorded, which
is inconsistent with the Narcotic Count Sheet, which shows a total of 10 mg of Dilaudid removed,
4 .rng of Dilaudid returned, 2 vmg. of Dilaudid used, and 0 mg of Dilaudid wasted..

26.  OnJanuary 12,2010, Respoﬁdent charted on the ADNL that she diSpénsed 30 mg of
morphine and tha‘g she administefed_ 30 mg of morphine, with no return ;r wastage recorded,
which is inconsis‘gent Wi&l the Narcotic Coﬁnt Sheef,, which shows a total of 50 mg (5 doses of 10

mg) of morphine removed, 30 mg of morphine used, with no wastage recorded.

27. MR #3748: This patient had a physician’s order for Dilaudid and morphine for post-
operative pain, R_e’spondent.did not chart administration of Dilaudid in the patient’s record, which
is inéonsistent With Respondent’s entries on the ADNL and the N.arcc')ti.c Count Sheet.’
Respondent failed to account for 1 mg'of' Di_laudid. |

28. MR #3765: | This paﬁen‘c hada physlioian’s order for Dilaudid and mbrphine for post-
operative pain. Respondent did not chart administration bf Dilaudid in the patieht’s recbrd; which
is inconsistent with Réspondent’s entries on the ADNL and the Narcotic Count Sheet.
Respondent failed to account for 1 mg of Dilaudid.

29._ MR #3771; This patient had a physician’s order for Dilaudid for post-operative pain.

Respondent did not chart administration of Dilaudid in the patient’s record, which is inconsistent

with Respondent’s entries on the'ADNL and the Narcotic Count Sheet. Respondent charted on

7
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“have a physician’s order for morphine. Respondent failed to account fOr.l mg of Dilaudid and 5

the ADNL that she administered 1 mg of Dilaudid and 10 mg of mQrphine.' This pafient did not
have a physician’s order for marphine. Respondent failed to account for 1 mg of Dilaudid and 10
mg of morphine.

30 MR #3772: This patient haa a physician’s order for Dilaudid for post-operative pain.
Respondent did not chart administration of Dilaudid in the paticnt’s record, which is inconsistent
with Respondent’s entries on the ADNL and the Narcotic Count Sheet. Respondent chartc.d on

the ADNL that she administered 1 mg of Dilaudid and 5 rng of morphine. This patient did not

mg of morphine.

31. MR #3774: This patient had a physician’s order for Dilaudid for post-operative pain.
Respondent did not chart administration of Dilaudid in the patient’s record, which is inconsistent
with Respondent’s entries on the ADNL and the Narcotic Count Sheet. Respondent charted on
the ADNL that she administered 1 mg of Dilaudid and- 10 mg- of morphine to this patienf. This
patient did not hane a physi¢ian’s order for morphine. Respondént failed to account for 1 mg of

Dilaudid and 5 mg of morphine.

32. Onor abbut December 6, 2010, Respondent was terminated from the Board’s Nursing

Diversion Programvfor'failure to comply with the provisions of her rehabilitation plan.

FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(July 7,2011 Criminal Conviction for Obtaining Prescfibtion by Fraud & Deceif)

33. Respondent has subjected her license to disciplinary action under sections 490 and

2761, subdivision (f) of the Code in that Respondent was convicted of a crifne that is substantially

related to the qualifications, functions, and duties of a registered nurse. The circumstances are as

follows:

2. Onorabout July 7 '20'11 ina criminal proceeding entitled People of the State

of California v. Mary Frances Mohr, in San Diego Coun‘ry Superior Court, case number

CD234023 ReSpondent pled guﬂty to Count 1 of the complamt violating Health and Safety Code

section 11173, subdwmon (a), obtaining a prescr1pt1on by fraud and deceit, a felony. Count 2

Accusation



(possession of a controlled substance, Health & Safe. Code, § 11350(a)), and Count 3 (petty theft,

Accusation

2 || Pen. Code, § 484), were dismissed pursuant to a plea agreement.
3 b.  Asaresult §f the conviction, on or about Octobgr 13, 20.1 1, Respondent was
sentenced to three years formal probation, required fo serve 180 days in custody, and ordered to
5 pa}/ >ﬁnes, fees and restitution, among other terms. T
6 ~ SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
7 (Unprofessional Conduct - Illegal Possession of Controlled Substances)
8 34. Respondent has subjected her registered nurse license to disciblinary action under
9 || section 2762, subdivision (a) of the Code‘for unprofcssional conduct in that Respondent obtained
10 || and illegaily possessed controlled substances taken from her employer, as evidenced by her |
11 || admission to diverting morphine, Demerol, and Dilaudid from her employer aé detailed in _
12 || paragraphs 17-32, above.
13 | THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE i
14 (U riprofessional Conduct - Illegal Use of Cbntrollea Substances)’ :
15 35. Respondent has subj ected her registered nurse license to disciplinary action under
16 || section 2762, s‘ubdfvision (b) of the Code for unprofessicinal\conduct in that Respondent admitted ’
17 || vsing mofphiné, Der_nerol, and Dilaudid taken from her~employer, an act that is dangerous and/or ’
18 |l injurious to herself and others and it imbaired her ability to safely conduct nursing as defailed in
‘ 19 || paragraphs 1.7-32., above, | '
20 FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
21 (Unprofessiona.l Conduct - Conviction of a'Drug;Re!ated Criminal Offense)
22 36. Respondent has sﬁbj ected her registered nurse license to disciplinary action under
23 || section 2762, subdivision (¢} of the Code in that on or about July 7, 2011, Respond‘ent was .
24 || convicted of a criminal offense of violating Health and Saféty Code section 11173, subdivisipn‘ ‘ '
25 || (a), obtaining a prescpiption by fraud and deceit, as described in paragraph 3.3 above. ;
26 || . | '
27 || -
28 ||




FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Unprofessional Conduct — Falsified 'HOSpita]/Patient’s Records)

2
3 37. Respondent has subjected her registered nurse license to disciplinary action under
4 || section 2762, subdivision (e) of the Code for unprofessional conduct in that from January 12,
5 || 2010 to January 13, 2010, as described in paragraphs 17-32, above, Respondent intentionally
6 || falsified, or made grossly incorrect or grossly inconsistent entries in OSDM’s Anesthesia Daily
7 Narcotic Logs, the Narcotic Count Sheets, and patient’s records.
8 o PRAYER
9. WI—IEREFORE Complainant requcsts thata hearmg be held on the matters herein alleged,
"10 (| and that’ followmg the hearing, the Board of Regxs’cered Nursing issue a dccmon '
11 1. Revokmg or suspendmg Registered Nurse Llcense Number 627861, issued to Mary
12 || Frances Mohr, also kno_wn as Mary Frances Fenner;
13 - 2. Ordering Mary Frances Mohr to pay the Board of Registered Nursing the reasonable
14 || costs of the investigation and enforcement of this case, pursuant to Business and Professions
15 || Code section 125.3; " ‘
16 43. Taking such other and further action as deemed nec‘essary and proper. .
17
DATED: D@C@\N\\w}v Ol 9\01 ,cca
18 LOUISER. BAILEY M. Ed
Executive Officer
- 19 Board of Registered Nursing
_ Department of Consumer Affairs
20 State of California
Complainant
21 | SD2011800744
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Accusation






